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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

3. Regarding claim 1 , " "vertical manner", line 3 renders the claim indefinite because it is 
unclear, what structure and/or formation is being claimed. The limiting grooves intersect the 
slideway transversely as recited, it is unclear how the claim is further limited by "vertical 
manner". It is also noted that the grooves to be horizontal, even though "vertical", 
"horizontal"... would depend on the tool's orientation. It is also noted that "movable rod" is 
improper, since a "retractable shank" appears to be positioned, during operation, stationary 
while the handle is moved relative to the shank. Further line 7, "either one", should be changed 
to, -any one--. 

4. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the receiving chamber" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Further "can be" is objected to for not positively 
reciting the limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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6. Claims 1-3, 7-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Jagielo, 

US Patent No. 1,284,351. 

Jagielo discloses all of the limitations of claim 1 , i.e., a retractable shank 
including a rod (17) having longitudinally arranged slideway (19) formed on an outer 
wall; a plurality of transversely arranged limiting grooves (20) intersecting the 
sideway; a handle telescopically mounted on the retractable shank (18); and at least 
one fixing pin (23) extended through the handle and having a distal end slidably 
mounted in the slideway (19) of the movable rod of the retractable shank and 
slidably positionable in any one of the limit grooves of the movable rod of the 
retractable shank. 

Regarding claims 2 and 3, wherein the limit grooves are in parallel with each 
other; and wherein each of the limit grooves has an end provided with a protruding 
stop portion (defined by the end of the groove opposite the slideway, which is 
protruding from a bottom of the groove) for stopping and positioning the fixing pin. 

Regarding claims 7-1 1 , wherein the handle has a periphery formed with at 
least one through hole for receiving the fixing pin (23); wherein the handle has an 
inside formed with a receiving chamber, and the through hole of the handle 
communicates with the receiving chamber of the handle, and wherein the movable rod of the 
retractable shank is retracted into and expanded outward from the receiving 
chamber of the handle, so as to adjust the distance between the retractable JS 
shank and the handle; and wherein each of the limit grooves of the 
movable rod of the retractable shank has a wall formed with a positioning J^S 
recess extended downward (21) for positioning the fixing pin and having a 
protruding stop portion. 



29 



.SO. 





Application/Control Number: 1 0/643,480 Pa 9 e 4 

Art Unit: 3723 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at »e time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 4- 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jagielo in 
view of Hrenczuk (1 ,431 ,805). 

Jagielo meets all of the limitations of the above claims, except for an 
elastic member mounted between the shank and the handle. Hrenczuk m 
teaches a retractable handle wherein a spring is positioned between the 
shank and a "handle" mounted on the shank. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the invention of Jagielo with the spring as taught by Hrenczuk to bias the 
shank to extended position. 

9. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jagielo in view 
of Hrenczuk and Lin (6,666,1 14). 

Jagielo modified in view of Hrenczuk for biasing the shank in extended position (see 
section 8) meets all the limitation of claim 1 2, except for the use of magnets to bias the element 
apart. Lin teaches the use of magnet with poles arranged to repulse in lieu of spring. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to further modify the modified invention of 
Jagielo and Hrenczuk, by replacing the spring with magnets as 
taught by Lin for smoother operation. 
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10. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jagielo in view 

of Newby et al. (4,376,397). 

Jagielo meets all of the limitations of the above claim, except for disclosing a driving 
portion for end of the handle. Newby et al. teaches a retractable handle 
wherein one end of the handle may be configured with a driving portion. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to modify the invention of Jagielo with a handle having a driving 
portion as taught by Newby et al. to adapt the tool for driving sockets. 
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11. Claims 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Jagielo in 
view of McBride (4,409,866). 

Jagielo meets all of the limitations of 
the above claims, except for disclosing 
different driving portions on the shank. 
McBride teaches a retractable handle wherein 
the driving portion of the shank is configured 
for different types of wrench. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time the invention 
was made, to modify the invention of Jagielo with different driving portion as taught by McBride 
to adapt the tool for different tasks. 

Conclusion 

12. Prior art made of record and not relied upon are considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Twomlow and Lyon are cited to show related inventions. 
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13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the Examiner 
should be directed to Hadi Shakeri at (703) 308-6279, FAX (703) 746-3279 for unofficial 
documents. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 
All official documents may be faxed to (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist at (703) 308-1148. 





Hadi 
Patent Examiner 
April 3, 2004 



